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1888, art 5, sec. 256 1860, art. 5, sec 21. 1835, ch. 346, sec. 2. 1835, ch.
380, sec. 3. 1841, ch 11. 1845, ch. 367, sec. 1. 1865, ch. 141.

27. An appeal may also be allowed in the following cases,
to wit: From any order granting an injunction, or from a
refusal to dissolve the same, or an order appointing a receiver,
the answer of the party appealing being first filed in the cause ;
from an order dissolving an injunction; from an order for the
sale, conveyance or delivery of real or personal property, or*
the payment of money, unless such delivery or payment be
directed to be made to a receiver appointed by such court; or
from an order determining a question of right between the
parties, and directing an account to be stated on the principle
of such determination.
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